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3 CHAP, bs I Publick and Private. Baptiſm. 


Ecauſe ſound Doctrine is the ſureſt Foundation of Right Practice, I there- 
tore judged it meet to premiſe the Examination of this Authors Charge 
againſt the Doctrine of Presbyterians concerning the Neceſſity of Baptiſm : I 
\ ſhall now in the Method formerly propoſed, return to the Conſideration of his 
firſt Charge, which reſpects their Practice in the Adminiſtration of this Sacra. 
ment. 45 | $8 : "8. ud; a . 
Nothing is more notorious Matter of Fact. [ ſays ew” euthor page 4 L than 
_ © that they univerſally refuſe to Eaptize , unleſs it be on a Sundey, or ſome other 20 
©ſet preaching Day of the Week, even tho they are informed, that the Child- | 10 q 
© ren are more likely to die, than to live one Day; and tho the Parents are will- mM 
[notwithſtanding that critical Circumſtance) to carry their Children to 


- 


ing | 
Church to be Baptized. | 


This is ſo notorioully falſe, that there is no perſon in this Kingdom, of any 
tolerable acquaintance with the Practice of Presbyterian Miniſters, Who are not 
convinced of its being ſo. It were uncharitable to think, that any under the 
Character of a Clergy man would be ſo impudent as to aver ſo notorious a Fal-. 
ſhood againſt his Knowledge. Wherefore the molt favourable conſtruction, I can 
put upon this Aſſertion is, that this Author mult be an utter Stranger to the com- 
mon and gencral Practice of Presbytenian Miniſters, ſince the Re · eſtabliſhing 
of their Govern nent, at the late Happy Revolution. The Truth is, their Ba | 1 
tileing at other times, than on Sundays or other ſet Preaching Days, and; in © vi RY 
ſome Caſes; in other places than in the Church, is ſo frequent in many places of. 
the Nation, that I judge it will be more difficult to vindicate . this their practice _ 
- from a Violation of our Conſtitutions , than to juſiify the Canons of our Chure h, ũ 8 
- » Againſt privat Baptilm. 17 5 33 | pF _ 
Fut let us at preſent ſuppoſe the Truth of this Charge, that Presbyterians did 
univerſally refuſe to adminiſter Baptiſm, except in the Face of the Congregation 
- aflembled for Divine Worſhip, What evil is in this? Our Authror ſays P. 4+ 
u (4 crnel delay of Baptiſm and p. 5. periculum in mora, Children ſometimes die 
and often may, before the Day of Preaching 1 come. To this 1 Anſwers © 
1. If indeed Baptiſm were ſo neceſſary , as our. Author pretends, that without 


f x 2 , +. 
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it none are regenerated and pardoned , and therefore not in a ſalvable Ccndition, 1 
on the ordinary Terms of the Covenant of Grace, I acknowledge there were we 
great danger in delay, and it were Cruelty to refuſe it. But ſceing he hath nor. _ 

* N F 2 >. 


- evinced any ſuch Neceſſity or Efficacy to be in Baptiſm , ſeeing we have fhewed 


ts 
* ” 


the Weakneſs of his Arguments, and aps the contrary; All this pretended 
Danger and Cruelty evaniſheth : For Childrens Intereſt in the Covenant antece- 
dent to Baptiſm , is the ground of their being Baptiſed, 

2. If Baptiſm were the only mean of Regeneration and Remiſſion, and on that 
account neceſſary to Salvation , as our Authorpleads: Then every Child ought 
to be Bsptiſed as ſoon as Born, for periculum in more there is danger in delay, and 
all publick Bapriſm ſhould be condemned, and fo all the Chriſtian Churches 

were culpable , who allow and commend the publick Adminiſtration of this Sacra- 
ment; ſeing by many ſudden Accidents, the tender Life of a new-born Infant 
may be quickly ſnatched away, even tho it appear lively and in health for the time, 
before Baptiſm can be publickly adminiſtred. So that our Author muſt condemn all 
the Ciriftian Churches of Implety and Cruelty, in appointing the publick Admi- 
niſtratien of Baptiſm by Ecclefiaftick Conſtitution. The Reverend and Learned 
 Wufins Profeſſor of Divinity at Leiden proſecutes this Conſideration very elegantly 
in his Exercitation de Efficec:s Baptiſms Sect. 74. Attamen & Reformata Eccle- 
« ſha Baptifmum adminiſtrare non ſolet, niſi ſtatis publicarum concionum locis ac 
* ternporibus; extantque ca de re ubivis fere Eccleſiaftice Conſtitutiones: Sed fi 
verum illud eſſet, & pro vero communiterhabitum, quod Intantes ad uſque Bap- 
+ tiſmum mancant Filii iræ, neque amentur a Deo amore Complacentiz , & relin. 
< quantur in reatu Peccati origmalis; & in Baptiſmo certe regenerentur, ſine Bap- 
tiſmo autem non ſerventur niſi per miraculum; non medo durum & iniquum , 
L ſed & tyrannicum , impium, ſacrilegum, & ptuſquam Parricidium foret, Bap- 
* tiſmum certo tempori alligare; ne ullum quidem prætermittendum eſſet momen- 
< tum, ut chariſma pignora, mox a partu reatu Peccati Originalis ſolvantur, e 
© ſtatu irz in ſtatum Gratiz transferantnr, & in certa æternæ fœlicitatis expeRatione 
<4 collocentur, Proh impios Paremes, qui vel ad horz momentum otioſi ceflent? 
_* impiam Eccleſiam, quæ male feriatis Conftitutionibus ſuis venientes adarcet, peten - 
_* tibus negat! Impios Sacrorum Miniſtros, qui non omni loco, omni tempore, 
< ad tam nece{lariz pietatis O cium præſto ſint! 5 
3. Suppeſeing what we have already proven, that Baptifm is not of ſuch Ne. 
cellity as our Author pretends, for conferring the Grace of Regneration and Re- 
miſſion nor the want of it ſo dangerous, as to exclude the Un-baptized from a 
ſalvable Condition: Why may not the decent and orderly Adminiſtration of this 
Sacrament be determined by Eccleſiaſſick Conftitutions , that are no way oppoſite, 
I but conformable to the Word of God? Seeing Baptiſm is a publick OrGinance , 
* Sealing dur Intereſt in the Covenant cf Grace, and 6penly teſtiheing our initiation 
"= into the Chriſtian Church: And if the Church may lawfully eftablifh ſuch Conſti- 
tutions for the publick Adminiſtration of Faptiſm , arc Miniſters juſtly to be 
blamed., who pay a due reſpec to theſe Conſlitutions, by a regular obſervance of 


x „„ es. | | | 
_ What hath been ſaid may ſuffice to take off this Authors grievous Charge of 
Presbyterians horrid Cruelty , ſeeing it is both falfe and groundlets: Yet that this 

matter may be (et in a more full light, 1ſha)l Fut Conſider the Conſtitutions and 
PraQice of this Church from the Reformation, with the Grounds and mo 

| | | — the | 


thereof. And Secondly, I Hall NOT: theſe with the Conſtitutions and Practice 
of other Reformed Churches, : | | W 
Firft, It is plain that the Church of Scotland. from the Reformation, hath main: 
tained and defended the publick Adminiſtration of this Sacrament, and diſproved 
private Baptiſm. In the frf! Book of Diſcipline, we have the Judgement of our 
Reformers ia this matter, in the geþ Head, concerning the Tolucy of the Kirk, © It 
« appertains to the Policy of the Kirk, to appoint the times, when the Sacraments 
« ſhall be Miniſtred. Baptiſm may be Miniſtred, whenfoever the word is Preach- 
« ed, But we think it more expedient, that it be Minifired upon Sunday, or upon 
the Day of Prayers only after the Sermon; partly to remove this groſs Error, 
« by the which many are deceived, thinking that Children be Damned, if they 
Die without Baptiſm; And partly to make the people have greater reverence to 
« the Ad:nmiftration of the Sacraments than they have, In the Aſſembly which 
met at Edinburgh October 18, 1581. It was concluded, that ns Sacrament be Ad- 
miniflredin a private Houſe, but Solemnly, according tothe good Order hutherto obſerved, 
under pain of Depoſition to the Munifter, Terrie Hliſl. Pt. 2. pap, 411. 

This good order-continued without alteration, until the Five Famous Articles 
of Perth were concluded anno 1618, whereof private Baptiſm was one. Theſe 
occaſioned no ſmall Diviſion and Confution in this Church: and K. C. 1f, 
to perfect the work ſent down in An. 1636 A Book of Common Prayer, Canons Cc. 
Eſtabliihed by his ſole Prerogative Royal, and Supreme Authority in Cauſes Ec - 
cleſiaſtick. In the Book of Canons Chap. 6. 2. It is Ordained, That, no Pres- 

- © byter ſhall refuſe, or delay, to Chriſten any Child preſented by the Parents, or 
+ any one of tnem, aſſiſted by twe or three Witneſſes; although the ſame be no or- 
c dinary Hour of Sermon. And though all the people be admoniſhed, to obſerve 
the Lords Day, for Celebration of the Sacrament of Eaptiſm, ſo far as they may, 
and to bring their Infants for that eſtect, unto the Church; Yet Conſideration 
_ © muſt be had of the Childrens lnfirmity, and in that caſe the Presbyter ſhall not 
© refufe to go where the infant remameth and Baptiſe the ſame. The practice of 
theſe lunovations was ſeverely pteſſed by the then Biſhops, but oppoſed by the 
Patrons of the Ancient Diſcipline, and Body of the Nation: until at lat a free 
General Aﬀ:mbly was obtzined in 4 1638, 40 meet at Glaſgow, for eumpoſing 
of Differences in the Affairs of the Church This Aſſembly in one conſent, one 
only excepted, did condemn the Hue Articles of Perth, and prohibited the obſerving 
ol them, by their Add. Sep. 17. December 10. The General Aſtembly Anno 1645» 
by their Ad, Feburuary 3d. Approved of the Directory for publick Worſhip, where · 
in it is declared, in the Head concerning the Adminiſtration. of the Sacraments, 
© That Baptilm, as it is not unneceflarly to be delayed, ſo is it not to he Admini- 
ſtred in any caſe by any private perſon; but by a Miniſter of Chriſt. Nor is at to be 
Adminifſtred in private places, or privatly, but in the place of publick Worſhip, 
and in the Face of the Congregation, where the people may moſt conveniently ice 
© and hear; and not in places where Fonts in the time of Fupery were unkily and 
© {uperſtitivuſly placed. The ſame Aſſembly Februay 7. in the Approbation af 
jome Overtures for keeping greater uniformity in the practice and obſervation of 
ne Directory in ſume points of publick Worſhip, give at as their Jae 
| | e | | | 4 T 
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e That in the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, it will be convenient, That that Sacra- 
© ment be Adminiſtred in face of the Congregation, that what is ſpoken and done 
© may be hear and ſeen of al, and that it be Adminiſtred after the Sermon, be- 
«fore the Blelhing. The'e Orders and Contticutions were never Ecc leſiaſtically re- 

aled in this Church, even during the late Prelacy: and were confirmed by the 


firſt General Aſſembly after the late happy Revolution, in anno. 1690, «8 anent 
the eAdmmibtratim of the Sacraments where the Aſſembly »Diſcharges the Admi- 


© niſtration of Baptiſm in private. that is, in any place, or at any time, when the 
© Congregations not orderly called together, ti wait on the diſpenſing of the Word, 
© And appoints that this be caretully obſerved when and wherever the Lord giveth 


© ©his people peace, Liberty, and opportunity tor their Publick. Aſſemblys. 


Next we may enquire into the Grounds and Keaſons ot theſe Conſtitutions, why 


our Church hath prohibited private Bapriim, and appointed the Sacrament to be 
Adminiſtred in Face of the Congregation? In the Fu Book of Diſcipune, before 


cited, there are two Reafons mentioned. 1. _ That by this means, the groſs Er- 


ror, that Children be Damncd, if they Die without Baptiſm, may be removed. 
2. That the people might have greater Reverence to the Adminiſtratio n of the 


«Sacraments. 3. A third Reaſon is mentioned by the Aſſembly in Anne 1638. 
out of the Book of Common Order, © That the Sacraments are not to be uſed in 
private Corners, as Charmers and Sorcerers uſe to do. So the publick Admini- 
ration: of Bapriſm is appointed to prevent the corrupt abuſe of it as a Charme. 4. 
In che fore-cited Act of Aſſembly Aune 1645. And in the Directory: the Edifi- 
eation of the People is made a Reaſon of the Publick Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, 


That what 8 ſpoken and done may be heard and ſeen of all. In the A of Aﬀe mb Anne 
x69p. Another Reaſon is added, from the nature and deſign of the Sacraments, | 


That they are Chriſts Solemn Ordinances, and Seals ot the Covenant of Grace 


«(which is held forth in the Preaching of the Golpel) aud that in the uſe of them, 
the parties receiving them, are ſolemnly devoted and engaged to GOD, belore 
Angels and Men; and are ſolemnly received as Members of the Church, and 


do entertain Communion with her. Theſe and other Reaſons are enlarged aud 
more fully pleaded, in Nuility of the Perth Aſſembiy, and in Altare Dam aſcenum. 
Particularly, that Baptiſm, being the Ceremony of our entrance into the viſible 


Church, and a Sign and Badge of our Chriſtian Froſe ſſion before the World, it is 


fuitable that this Ordinance of onr Reception into the Church be as ſolemn and 


enees have followed, and may follow upon the practice of private Baptiſm: 


Such ate, the cheriſhing of Error and Superſtition in the Mines of Ignorant People, 


concerning the vertue and abſolute neceſſity of Baptiſm, private perſons, and even 


Women. taking-upon them to be Baptizers, upon the pretended neceſſity; The 


omitting: of Prayer and inſtruction at the Apminiſtration of: this Sacrament, 
through fear and hafte, upon the pretended hazard. tbe introduceing of a new 


Conditional Baptiſm, in caſe of ſuſpicion that any thing eſſential hath been omit- 


ted ia private. with the danger of-Hereticks creeping in on ſuch occaſions, and 


—— 


ick as Excommunication, or Ejection out of the Church, which ought to be 
publick and made known unto all. Alſo that many Corroptions and Inconveni- 
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of the ordinance, its being depraved by adding Rites in the adminiſtratio n therecf 
not warranted by the Werd of God, nor allowed in this Church. 
I heſe being the Greunds and Reaſons pleaded by Presbyterians, againſt the 
private, and for the publick Adminiſtration of this Sacrament, if our Author had 
dealt farely, as became a candid Diſputant, he ſhonld have examined them in 
particular, and not have inſiſted ſo long, in pag. 4 and 5. upon that one Text 
Man. 18: 19. Nor ſo confidently have aſſerted, That Prerbyterians refuſe to ad- 
miner Baptiſm , for no other reaſon, but becauſe the day appointed for deliwering their 
Notions on 4 particular Text of Scripture 15 not come. For as I know no Presbyterians 
who refuſe to adminiſter Baptiſm for no other reaſon, than what he here alled- 
geth; So, from what hath been ſaid on this Subject, he may know, that not 
only the ground he pleads for Private Baptiſm , as the neceſſary means of Regene- 
ration and Remiſſion, is accounted groundleſs, and ſufficiently refuted by Pres- 
byterians: But alfo, that they give other weighty Reaſons, for the publick Ad- 
miniſtration of this Ordinance , which he hath not touched. And as to that Text 
Math: 2.8: 19. | think Presbyterians will not contend with him, about the in- 
terpretation of the words, n. 5r ugtrrwox], &c, whether they be rendred, 
So ye therefor and teach all Nations; or Diſciple all Nations : If he thall grant them 
two things, I. That Teaching and Baptizing are joyn'd together in this Text; 
And Baptiſm being an appendix and Seal of the Word, appointed for the confr- 
mation of our Faith in the Goſpel, it is congruous, that it be alſo joyned with 
teaching in practice. 2. That Baptiſm being here committed to the ſame Perſons, 
to whom the power of teaching is given, it ought not to be adminiſtred by any 
Man or Woman, but only by a Miniſter of the Word. Yet | know not it this 
will be granted by Our Author , ſeing I find in the Book of Canons for Scotland, 
| Chap-6. theſe words, Foy as much 4s none have ordinary power to adminiſter the Sa- 
craments, but ſuch as are in holy Orders &c. which ſeems plainly to inſinuate, that 
Lay Perſons, as they call them, have allowed unto them, an Extraordinary. 
power to Baptize in caſe of the pretended Neceſſity. | 


CH Ap. II. Of the Conſtitutions and Practice o Reformed 
Churches about the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, o 


7 Ping thus exhibited the Conſtitutions and Practice of the Church of Scotland 
from the Reformation, with the Grounds and Reaſons thereof; I coine in 

the ſecond place to compare Theſe, with the Judgement and practice of other Re- 

formed Churches. And if the like Conſtitutions and Practice ſhall. be found in. 
other Churches, I leave it to the unbiaſed Reader to judge, from what principle. 


it is, that this Author impeaches the Scott Presbyteriaus as if they were Singular 


„ | N | 

I I ſhall begin with The Order of the Reformed in Bohemia, lately tranflated from 

the Edition of Zebn-Ames Comenius, by-one of our Epiſcopal Clergy (as is ſuppo- 
(ech who hath prefixed to it a commendatory Preface, In this Order I nd no 


; 20 yy 8 
allowance for private Baptiſm, but all the Adminiſtration therein mentioned is 
publick. In p. 26. of the Form of Baptiſm, it is ſaid, They adminifler Baptiſm after 
the Example of the Primitive Church, 18. The Chilaren of the Fauhful, ſome days after 
they are born, are preſented tobe ingraſted mio Chriſt and the Church. It ſeems they 
are not much affraid of our Authors Periculum in more , when they delay Baptiſm 
tor ſome days, 3. 4 Sacred Text it read: ſeeing all things and eſpecially the Sacra- 
ments are ſandliſed by the Nord of God and by Prayer. They therefore Judge it requi- 
ſite that the Word and Sacraments be conjoyned; 3. It it made appear that the 
Covenant of Grace extends alſo unte the Seed of the Faithful. They then ſuppoſe their 
Children to be comprehended in the Covenant, and conſequently in a falvable 
Condition antecedently to their Baptiſm. 4. The Parents and Sareties do ſubſcribe 
fo this ſame Cove nan, by 4 publick Profeſſion. of Fauth, and that alſs is name of the 
Child. And how this Proleſſion can be publick, I underſtand not, unleſs it be 
made in face of the Church Aſſembled. 7 
It is the Judgement of the Reformed Churches in France, that Baptiſm be ad- 
miniſtred either on Sunday or other Sermon days. and that in preſence of the 
Congregation ; Sceing Baptiſm is a ſolemn reception into the Church. as may be 
learned from their Liturgie, of Baptiſm: 7! ef A neter qu'on dot apporter les Enfans 
pour baptizer, on le Dimanche, on les autres Fours au Sermon. afin que comme le Bapte- 
me eft une Reception ſolennelle en M Egliſe, il ſe faſſe en la preſence dc Pe-iſſemblee, And 
their conſtant practice is teſtified by Elie Saum, de le Theoiogie de Mr. un ien 
Tom. 2. p- 446. where he accuſeth Ar. furien of violating their Diſcipline by ba- 
ptizing Children in private houſes, And p. 627. He confutes Juriew*s Opinion 
of the Efficacy of Eaptiſm, ſrom the conſtant practice of their Churches who do 
baptize but in their Aſſemblies for worſhip, ad argues thus, Si le ſentiment de 


« Mr. Jurieu etoit celui de nos Egliſes, nous nous rendrions coupables de la plus 


grande de toutes les cruautez, en attachant le Bae me des Enians a certaines heu- 
«res, & en refuſant de le leur adminiſtrer hors de ces heutes-la. 

That the ſame Practice is obſerved in the Churches of Genewe, we have no 
ground to doubt, ſeeing the French Liturgie abovementioned was penned by 
Calvin. And Bex witneſſeth the punctual and religious Obſervance of it, T re#. 


Tbeoleg. de Cava Domm contra Joac himum Weſiphalum. p. [mitt] 255. Queniam 
autem dehent in Ecclefia decenter omuia ſieri, Baptiſmum non niſi in Templo, 


* ftatis horis, per Miniſtros quotidie adminiſtramus. --- Baptiſmos in privatis æ- 
+ dibus nulles adminiſttamus _ | „ 5 
The like Order and Practice obtains in the Churches of the United Netherlands. 
In their Publick Liturgie there is no direction for private Baptiſm , but aff is or- 
deied to be done as in the fight and prefence of the Congregation. In. the Form 
of Admimifiring Baptiſm to Infants , the Editication of the Congregation is mention- 
ed, as one . the ends of that performance, which ſuppoſeth the Congregation 


preſent , that is to be edificd thereby. The words are, Op dat wy dan oock 
_ _ * deſe Heilige Ordeninge Godts tot fijner eeren, tot onſer trooſt ende tor ſtich-= 
.. © tinge der Gemeynte uytrichten mogen &c. And in the Form of baptizing the 
Adult, the Miniſtcr requires them to anſwer ſincerely before God and bir Church 
| | . | | ge . | e ts \ 
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| to the Queſtions there mentioned. Their Judgement in this doth alſo further ap. 


pear from the Doctrine of their Divines concerning the time and place of Baptiſm: 
The Proteſſous of Lenden (Synopſt pur: Theo p. 616, teach. that, Extra perſe- 
cutionis tempus. publica potius quam privata loca, buic atten e ſſe deflinanda. Pirrgs 
van Maffru ht Theol Theor, Eract. p. 820. 821. * Locus ordinarius quidem eſt 


Eccleſia : Qu0d Buptiimus ſit Sacramentum inttoductionis in Ecclefiam „ quæ 


« proinde nullibi commodius petagitur quam in Eccleſia, Tempus recepturis, 
non ita determinatum eſt in Seripturis, nift quod accurandum omni religione 
quibuſvis incumbat, ut quam primum <rexro; fieri poteſt, impetretu. 


The like might be obſerved of others, if it were necdful Wifui, as we heard before 


( Exercit. de Efficacta Baptiſms F. 74) Afhirms in general of the Reformed Churches 


that they uſe not to adminiſter Baptiſm, but in publick; And that there are Ec. 


cleſiaſtick Conſtitutions, almoſt every where to this Furpoſe. Neformata Eccleſia 
Beptſmum adminifrare non (olet, niſi ſlatis publicarum Concunun lotis ac nds 
Extantque es de re ubiuu fere Ecclefiatlice Conſtirutiones. apprehend Withus ma 
have added this almoſt ¶ fere] with an eye to the Church of England, which hat 
an order for private Baptim, in her Publick Liturgie. — e 


hut tho' the Church ot England alloweth of private Baptiſm in caſe of great ne- 


ceſfiry : Vet ſhe is lo much for publick Baptiſm , that ſhe thinks it good to follow 


as near as conveniently may be, the cuſtom of the old time, when Baptiſm was 
miniſtred at Eaſter and Whitſuntide, openly m preſence of all the Congregation, | 


TP - 


See the Boot of Commun Prayers of pubixck Bapuſm: where what follows is further, 


added. Wherefor'the People are to be admoniſhed, that it is moſt convenient 


that Baptiſm ſhould not be minifired but upon Sundays and other Holy days, 
Wien the * nuinber of People may come together,; as well for that che Con- 


« gregation there preſent may tellify the receiving of them that be new iy baptized, 


Inke the number of Chrilts Church; ds alſo betauſe in the Baptiſt of Infants, 


every man preſent may be put in temembrance ef his own profeſhon made to 
Lea the Church of England is ſo far eonvinced of the force and weight of theſe, 
grounds and reaſons , upon which other Reformed Churches have enacted the 
publiek Ad miniſtrat ion of Baptiſm; That the hath ordered the | 
baptized ,' (if they ſhall happen to lurvive) to be brought into the Church, to 
be ſolemnly received : where almbſt all the ſame Formes and Ceremonick are to 
be uſed, ar in publick Baptiſm, except che Dipping in, or Sprinkling with witer, 
and pronouncing xhe words, I Baptixe thee &c. See Bock of Common Daher, in 
%%% OO STO 
e rhe Reverend ' V/her Archbiſhop of Armagh accounts it a diſhonour dong. 
to this Ordinance when it is pertormed in a private chamber. Body of Divinity 


— 


35 ignoratit People amongit us, who for want of bettet teaching, harbout in their 


minds ſuch Popiſh conceits, eſpecially that Baptiſm doth conſer grace upon all, | : 


+ by the work done (for they commonly look no higher) and they conceive a kind | 


+ of inixcremt vertue and Chrittendom ( — call it) neceſſarily infuſed into 


Children privarely 


0 | 10 | 
| © Children by having the water caſt upon rheir faces. Hence the Miniſter is oft 
© poſted for to baptize in a private chamber . to the dishonour of that Ordinance. 
© And which is more intollerable, in caſe of the want of a Miniſter , Women will 
© undertake to be baptizers, which is a monitrous Profanation of ſo high a Ser- 
© vice, | 
Dre. Tullotſen late Archbiſhop of Canterbury, Sermon 51. Concerning the Edacation 
of Children. Works pag. 69. © | know that of late ycars, ſince our | unhap- 
© py confuſions, this Sacrament hath very frequently been adminiſtred in private. 
© And Miniſters have been in a manner, and to avoid the greater miſchiet of Se- 
© paration, neceſſitated to comply with the obſtinacy ef the greater and more 
« pewerful of their Pariſhoners; who for their eaſe, or humour; or for the con- 
© yemicnce of a pompous Chriſtening, will either have their Children baptized at 
© home by their Miniſter, or if he refuſe, will get ſome other Miniſter to do 
© it; which is very irregular. * | 5 | | 
Now | would entreat ſuch Perſons calmly to confider how contrary to rea- 
© ſon and to the plain deſign of the Inſtitution of this Sacrament , this perverſe 
© cuſtom, and their obſtinate Reſolution in it, is, For is there à ny Civil Society 
_ © or Corporation into which Perſons are admitted without fome kind of ſolemni- 
ty? And is the privilege of being admitted Members of the Chriftian Church, 
and Heirs of the great and glorious. promiſes. and bleſſings of the New Covenant 
« of the Goſpel leſs conſiderable, and ht to be conferred: with leſs Solemuity ? I 
© ſpeak to Chriſtians, and they who are ſo in good earneſt, will without my uſing 
© more. words about it, conſider what I ſay in this particular. © © 
From the ſhort view we have taken of the Judgement, Conſtitutions ,. and 
Practice of other Reformed Churches, concerning the publick Adminiſtration of 
- Baptiſm; we may reaſonably infer the following Concluſions, 1. That this Au- 
thors Doctrine of the Efficacy and Neceſſity of Baptiſm . cannot be the ſame with 
' That of the Reformed Churches; elſe they had never ſo much oppoſed private 
Baptiſm , nor reſtricted the Adminiſtration of this Sacrament to times and pla- 
ces af publick Worſhip. 2. That Scets Presbyterians have the comfort of being 
condemned in Company with other Reformed Churches: Seing they maintain 
the ſame Doctrine and Practice with them, which this Author impeaches of 
roſs Error and horrid Cruelty, 3. The Miſchie vous Conſequence which he 
aferreth againſt the Scers Presbyterians in pe. 15. & 16. {Thats ut 5s to be feared, 
(were all the Nation Precbyterian) that they mould wholly lay aide the Adminiſtration of 
the Sacrament of Baptiſm , 4s an un neceſſary, or indifferent Ceremony wub the ſelem- 
nity of « Non-obftente) may with as good reaſon be drawn again all the Refor- 
med Churches, who maintain the ſame Doctrine, have enacted the like Con- 
fitutiens, and obferve a correſpondent Practice. Tho' I am perſwaded, it never 
entered into the thoughts of any of the Reformed Churches, to aboliſh this Sa- 
cred Ordinance; Nor do I think, that any wiſe Man, even the moſt. Sagacious 
Was ever hitherto diſquieted with ſuch fears, uutil this Learned Author began 
FPt!udently to ſoreſee . the intellerable Auiſchu might be entalltd upen Poſteruy;, if bis 
B Notions of the Neerſſi of Baptiſm were not ert. 


„ | 
Our Author is ſo fond of this new =p ar? ROY that he repeats it again in 
his Specimen of the Methed Cc. Where he muſters up in Rank and File, the 
weighty grounds of his vainly conceived fear; wiz, The Acts of their General 
Aſſemblies againſt private Baptiſm , their Practice in obedience to theſe Acts, and 
their Doctrine in Defence of both. And concludes , of this be good Reaſoning nom, 
it was ſo before: But with his leave, as it was bad Reaſoning before, ſo his repeat- 
ing of it, hath not mended the matter one whit. For we have already anſwered 
all he hath brought againſt the Doctrine, Conſtitutions, and Practice of the Church 
of Scotland about this matter; and have ſhewed how light and frivolous his weighty 
grounds are: And the Grounds being removed. his fears founded upon them, be- 
come vain and groundleſs. The known Zeal of this Church from the Reformation 
hitherto , in preſerving the Purity and maintaining the Honcur and Reverence due 
to this Sacrament, doth ſufficiently V indicate her from all Suſpicion of any ſuch ſi- 
nitrous and pernicious Deſign of laying wholly afide this Divine Ordinance, as an 
unneceſſary and indifferent Ceremony. He may know. moreover that Presbyte- 
rians believe, own and profeſs, that Faptiſm is a Divine Inſtitution eſtabliſned by 
Our Lord in His Church unto the end of the World; that the Adminiſtration of it 
is warranted by a Divine Commandment; and that the Children of the Faithful, 
by reaſon of their Intercſt in the Promite of the Covenant, have a Right unto Bap- 
tiſm as a Seal thereof: And if he had conſidered theſe things, he might have been 
quickly freed from his unreaſonable Apprchenſions, that ever Men of fuch Princi- 
les wonld aboliſn this Divine Ordinance with the Solemnity of a Non-Obſtanee; 
| Ft it ſeems our Authors beloved opinion of this abſolute Neceſſity, hath got 
ſuch full and rooted poſſeſſion in his brains, that he can ſee no ground, whereu- 
pon this Ordinance of 'Baptiſm can be maintained, unleſs his new raiſed Popiſh 
Notion be embraced, which was never received by this Church: Whereas Preſ- 
byterians , tho they always impugned the Popiſh Neceſſity, have been as zealous 
in maintaining tbe perpetual ſtanding Dignity of Baptiſm, upon the Principles 
abovementioned, againſt Socenians , Quakers, and Anabapnfſs, as ever any Epiſ- 
copalians were: Nor are they ſo much enamoured with dilpenkng Powers, as te 
arrogate to themſelves the Authority of lying afide a Divine Inſtitution with the 
Solemnity of a Non-ObHlante Sed calummare audatter, aliquid adharebit. | 


ou 


CHAP III. Of the irregular 4 mini ſtranon of 
Baptiſm , and of the Caſe of dying Infants. 


7 HEN the Efforts of Enemies prove unſuccesful one way, they readily at- 

V tempt another. Perhaps ſome of the Adverſaries of Presbyterfans may 
endeavour to turn the Canon, by chargeing them with aViolation of their on Diſ- 
£1, e, and fay, If the Conſtitutions of the Church of Scotland, be fo ſtrict a- 
Sanft private Bapriſm , why are they ſo little regarded in the preſent practice of 
Presbyicriaus? Seeing it is undenyable, that many Children are Zaptiſed in other 
J;‚ͤöͤ·“ ? 8 + WS „ places, 


places, than the Pariſh Church, a ap Aae er, than on Sunday" "ahh ſet 
weekly Sermon Days. 1901 > MING 
To this 1 Anſwer in the FT PR. that”: rh aher of thisPrwphier <p with 
hong! have to do at preſent, car net rteken ir a Fault. nor juttly- blame any u- 
pon that account: Seeing according to his | rinciples {when there is 10 great dan- 
er in delay) every Infant ought to be Zapriſcd, as ſoon' as born; and no Mini- 
ter ſhould: make the leatt delay, when and Wherever required therety, 8 
- Bur however, if any be guiley of the breach ct tur Church. Order, I am not 
ee a joſtifcation of luch Fracticcs, either; in Feople or Miniſters. 1 
think people faulty, that ſeek Baptiſm to be ad mirtiſtred to their Children in 
"private, trom an Erroneous Opinion of its bſolute neceffity, or trom a ſuperſti- 
"tions Conceit of a kind of inbe tent Vertue 8nd Chriſtendom , neceſſaily infuled-into 
Children by having the water caſt upon 'their Faces, as Biſhop V/her exprefleth it: 
Nor will 1 jufiify theſe, who ſeek private Ha ptiſm, hen their Ebndren are 
hvely, „and may witbout hazard of their Health, e lafely brovghr r to the Congre- 
gat ion, to be ſoleninly iecerved into che Church 6f Chriſt in ti e decent and oider- 
ke manner, or who account it a Prey of Gr andpur's to ave the N. miſter” brou he 


him ſolemuly to G tete his Child unto C | iſt in the tare of the Congregation: 
Neit ler can 1 vindicate others, who ſl ght ſolt mm Occaſions , that effer for the 


© orderly Baptiſeing of their Children,” becauſe ſore things are rot fo'prepared for 


" Publick'appearanice , as they wotild have them: And Wien they have let och 
Seaſons paſs , they'l then ſeek Baptiſm to their ( hildrcn iv private, at ſuch times 


a they judge moſt convenient for the Entertainment they have provided for their 


or Owe "Now in ſuch caſcs , ſome Miniſters may be induced to ſtep over che ſtrict 
Rules of our Diſcipline , partly through the urgent mporturity ct font perſ{ns of 
Note, partiy through the Threatnings of fore Tarents, that if their Beſire be 
; dehyed, they will take another courſe,” to get Ba ptiſm to their Children according 
0 4heir mind Andi if any of the cuted Cleręy haf pen to be in the bounds, they 
do not readily neglect to embrace ſuch Opporiunitics , of intruding then felves ir- 
- zegularly upon other Mens Labours, that hy ſuch means they; may alicnate peoples 
Aſtections from their lawful Miniſters. and engage them to join in teparate Meetings 
Thus it may be, ſome Minifters, to prevent Diviſions and Rents in their Con- 
gregations, have been prevailed upon, to comply with the irregular ecfires ome 
© of their people; but 1 ſhall not altogether excuſe the practice. 
Mean while it is further to be noticed, that bapti tn may be adminiſtred, „in o- 


mer places, than in the Parith Churches, and at other times, chan on Sundays 


and other ſet days of the Week for Sermon, witheut «ny bicach of our Eccleſia- 
dick Conſtitutions, For the General Aſembiy in their act againſt private Bep - 
tim; dated Odober 31 1690, have added: a ſpecial Lintitation in thele Words 
c and appoints that this be carefully obler ved, when and where ever the Lord'gi- 
eth His people Peace, Liberty and Opportunity for their publick Aflembiics,* S0 
that Baptilm in private is hereby allowed, in times of J erlecuticn, and in ſuch 


; cules Mag: there is not Liberty and nen ler 1ublick Aflumblies.Our Churhe 
| | | Conſtitu- 


. 
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Gessi tis do no where confine Baptiſta to à f pont or che Fabrick of -Malt= 


rial Church, bur. wherever the Congregation: i aſſembled? whither* in. "the open 
1 fictds ar underazpt's;; there is the Church: Aud as Miniſtcr f may teach in any 
corner of his Fariſh, ſo it is plain that Baptiſm is more publickly adu. inilired in a 
private Houſe , where a multitude is 'conveened , than in a Patifh Church v here 
a few invited Witnefles only are preſent: Not vs the Acts of Al. mb'y reftrick 
- Bavriim to Sundays, or other ſct. weekly Sermon Days, but allow the admini- 
-firation-cf it at any time when the Congregatien is met for Worthip: All. which 
is clear trom the abovementioned Act of Aſſembly 1690 where | is explained, what 
is to be underſtood by the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm in private, chat x, in an 
place. or at any time when the Conzregation 15 wot orderly” called to rait on the Diſpen- 
Ing of the Word, And leeing the Miniſters Catechiſeing is a Diſpenſing ct the 
Word | ſce nothing in this 48 that diſcharges the Adminiflration of Bay tiſm at 
a publick Catechiſiag, when the people aie orderly called together #hereto : 
From all which we may obſerve how everly our Author. hath rcad the Ads of 
General a ſſemblys, when he gives out that they reſtrict Baptiſm to ſet preaching | 
Pays and page 175. Thet our Presbyterian Brethren have already, in great 
© meaſure eſtabliſned the Iniquity by a Law, by making Acts of their General 
Aſſemblics againſſ the AdminRration of the Sacrament ot Baptiſm in Private, 
- that Nin Howes &c. Whereas the Act of. Aſſembly he points at, explains it ſelf 
as we thewed already , without any mention of Houles. 

Our Author hath a farther Quarrek with this A, that there is no expreſs 
Exception in it, of the caſe of aheng Ii fant:; Tho this exception 15 no ways to be 
made in complyance with his Error, or for his Reaſon, that Baptiſm is the only 
means ot puting them into a lolvable Condition: Vet this may afford occaſion to 
another N -which I ſhall prop ole and thercin offer my Opinion wa Sub- 
miffion. 
It is this, when that 48 of &fſembly Aha the Adminiſtration of Bap- 
tiſm in private , might there not have been added an expreſs Exception of the 
caſe of dying Intavts, ſuppo ling this privilege of Baptiſm were lought for them, 
not out of any Erroncous and Superſtiticus Ofinion of the ablolute neceſſity of 
Zaptilm, nor from any diſteſpect to publick order when it can be obleryed; but from 
aReverence to theDivine Inftitution, from a cenſcientiousObedience of the Command 
of Baptiſing, and from a dutytul reſpect to theſe Graces and Bleſſings whereot Bay- 
tiſm is a Sign and Seal: When it may tend to the Comfort of the Parents, who 
. earneſtly deſire this Fledge, of Chriſts Love, this Seal of the Coverant may be 
adminiſtred to their dear Children, before they depart this Life : - Aud when the. 
whole action is to be performed by a lawful Miniſter, with the Word and Pray- 
er „betore as many as can be convenientiy got preſent ?- 2. 

My opinion-thortly is, That it is highly. inconvenicnt to burden em 3 
- with particular circumſtantiat Caſes, or to make E xceptions that may be mifim- 
proven unto a Dießen of the Rule it felt whatever may be implyed in them :. 
"Yet if an explicite xception had heen made of this ſuppoſed. eircumitantiat calc, 
i fee not how it could be juſtly quarrelled as N in it telf Gntul, - For oſtratien- 
+1 offer the following Conſiderations.” By. © ?w 


Ty 
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1. The Adminiſtration of Baptiſm in private is not ſimply finful in every cafe, Par 


as appears from Scripture Inſtances: Philip bapriſed tbe Eunsch by the way ſide au 
7 by ova As 8. Paal and Silas baptiſed the Jaylor and his Family in the night bi 
5 1 | ek * EET; os 
2. It is the general opinion of Divines , that the time and place of adminiſtring cal 
Bapriſm is not determined in Scripture ; and our ir Bookof Diſcipline Mead 975 of 
Gith expreſiy, Ut appertains to the Policy of the Kirk to appoint the times when the da- to 
craments hall be admnifired. And the Aﬀembly Ann. 1645, do appoint Bapriſm to no 
be adminiſtred in the face of the Congregation, not as indiſpenſibly neceſſary, thi 
but as Convenient. * | n SELL 1-5. tai 
3. Moſt of the Grounds and Reaſons againſt private Baptiſm are obviated in Cc 
this circumſtantiat Caſe: For it is ſuppoſed to be ſought, not from Error, but in 
Reverence , and therefore will not be uſed as a Charme. It is ſuppoſed to be per- lef 
formed by a lawful Miniſter , and ſe the Inconveniencies and evil Conſequences th 
that have followed upon private Baptiſm, may in this caſe be prevented. li th 
is true it cannot be a Seal of ſolemn Reception into the Church, nor performed th 
to the Ediſicatien of the whole Congregationby their ſecing and hearing what is by 
4 done, ſceing it is ſuppoſed that the Death of the Infant would prevent the orderly F. 
= calling together of the Congregation : Yet there being other Ends of this Ordi. . i 
1 nance attainable , it may be thought eligible, to have this Seal of the Covenant le 
aud Token of Reception into the Church, conſerred in ſuch decent manner as cir- m 
cumſtances will allow, rather than to have it altogether omitted. . th 
4. Baptiſm being a Divine Inſtitution, and baptiſzing a commanded Duty in 
but the circumſtance of time and place determinable by the Church: It may ſeem | 
hard, that a.duty.enjoyned by Divine Authority, fhuuld be wholly omitted tk 
and neglected when it may be performed, and that only becauſe a circumſtance of C 
Humane Determination, through incvitable neceſſity, cannot poſhbly be obſerved. | - 
P 3 e 0 
CH Ap. IV. Of a noſt pernieious Error charged I 
upon Presbytertans viz. their adding to the | * 
anon Creed in Baptiſm. 1 
| = = 5 1 1 5 ll 
Come now to our Authors third Charge againſt the Presbyterians, which ke ny 
I calleth a moſt pernicieus Error, page 16.* viz. Their adding to the Creed in * 
. \© Baptiſm , by requiring of the Parents or Sureties, in name of the Children to c 
| be baptized, a Belief of their Confeſſion of Faith, and ſhorter and larger Cate- = = 
« chilms, as if all the Propuſitions contained in them, were as fundamental as the E 
Articles of the Apoſtolick Creed. F 5 
lere I again deſiderate Fair dealing, and that men would be at more pains to t 
inform themſelves before they appezr in Print, and more regardful of Truth, in 4 


what they affrm to the World. The uluaj engagement Eresbyterians require of 
REP... INTE OD ot, OS 0s. ns 


Parents at the Baptiſm of their Chiltren? is, That they promiſe to train them 


« up in the nurtare and admonition of the Lord, and in renouncing the Devil, the 


World and the Fleſh; And to bring them up in the knowledge of the grounds 
' of the Reformed Chriſtian Religion, which are contained in the Holy Scriptures, 
and more briefly comprehended in their Confeſfion of Faith and Catechiſms. 
Now pray , what pernicious Error is im all this? Is it that they require Parents 
to bring up their Children in the nurture and admonitien of the Lord and in re. 
nouncing the Devil, the World and the Fleſh? Bur I hope he will acknowledge 


this to be the neceffary duty of every true Chriſtian, tho? it be not explicitly con- 


tained in the Apoſtolick Creed. ls it, that Parents are required to teach their 


Children the Grounds of the Reformed Chriſtian Religion? If there be any fault 


in this, it muſt be that roo ſtrait bonds are laid upon Parents, that they are not 
left at liberty to breed their Children eArherfls, Pariſis, or Aabumetant. But 1 
think no true Proteſtant will account this a moſt pernicious Error. ls it, that 
they aſſert the Grounds ef the Reformad Chriſtian Religion to be contained in 
the Holy Scriptures ? Bur ſurely this will not be judged a moſt pernicious Error, 
by him who affirms p. 17. that he believes the Scriptures to be a perfe& Rule of 
Faith and manners. ſs it, that they affirm the Grounds of the Reformed Chri- 
tian Religion to be comprehended in their Confeſſion and Catechiſms ? Then 

let him inſtance the Grounds of Religion neceſſary to be believed, that arc 


not found in theſe : Or let him inftance any one Article, that is held forth in 


them, as a ground of the Reformed Chriftian Religion, which is not contained 
in the Holy Scriptures: Bd, 


But what is the ground of his grievous Charge of moſi pernicious Error in 


the Scots Presbyterians? They have added to the Creed, If the compiling of large 
Confeffions and Carechifſms be a fault, is it what all the Proteſtant Churches are 
_ equally guilty of. Beſides, the Presbyterians pay all due deference to the Apo- 
es Creed, commonly fo called, when they have it annexed, entirely and with- 


ont additions, to their Shorter Catechiſm , a: 4 brief Summe of the Chriſten Faith, 


| e to the Word of God, and ancientiy received in the Churches of Chriff. But with 
this neceſſary Caution, that it is nor there annexed, «s though u were compoſed by 


the Apoſtles, or eugbt to be eflremed Canonical S cripture, 4s the 7 en Commandments and 


. the Lords Prayer. | 


I theught the Practice of Presbyterians in all this matter, had been ſb plain and' 
ſimple, that the moſt ſevere and ſagacious Critick could not have found an Error 
in it; But our moſt perſpicacious Author can diſcover moſt pernicious Errors, 
where others never dreamed of them, wz. . Their adding to the Creed in Ba- 
© ptiſin , by requiring of Parents a Belief of their Confeſſion of Faith and Shorter 
and Larger Catechiſms, as if all the Propeſitions contained in them were as fun- 


d damental as the Articles of the Apoſtolick Creed. This is the moſt pernicious: 


Error of fo peſtilential an Influence. 


But with his Favour, this is a moff groundlels accuſation. For, 1. It is falſe that 
they require Parents to believe all contained in their Confeſpn and Catechiſms as 

ines contained int 
h LS 


— fundamentals. They are careful to inſtruet People in the B 


Confelfion and, Catechiſms, Ne dy nar. teach them that All, contained in 
chele . or even in the Scripture it Zelf, are {undamcentals: neceſſary ta be believed 
for Salvation. Yea the Confeſſions, of Fauth it Helf plainly. teacheth this DikinGion . 
of fundamente! and other Tiuths Chap. 1, Af. 7. All things in Scripture are 
© not alike plain in themſelves, nor alike clear unto all, Yet thoſe things which 
© are neceſſarily to be known, believed and obſerved for Salvation, are to clearly 
* propounded &. 2. Ii the Articles contained n the Conte ſſion and Catechiims, be- 
nes the fundamentals, were a Superſtructure of moſt pernicious Errors added to the 
Fouadation, then L think indeed, it would be of Feſtilential influence, to re- 
commend them to Parents, as a Directory for the inſtruction of their Children: 
But ſeeing he doth not aſſert this, nor will ever be able to evince it, and ſeeing 
theſe Propoſitions which are not Fundamental, do nevertheleſs contain innocent 
and uſeful Truths; it can be of no peſtilential influence, that theſe Truths be 
taught unto Children, nor can it be a moſt pernicious Error. when Paients are 
requited to bring up their Children in the knowledge ot the Grounds of Religion, 


[ 


that a Directory be recommended to them, that contains ſuch Truths, beſides | 


the Eſſentials neceſſary to be believed tor Salvation. 45 
Moreover I obſerve , that, when Our Author repreſents the Practice of Presby- 
terians in the Adminiſiration of Baptiſm, he ſeems-to.ſpeak in the Diale@ of ſome 
other Church, while he lays, They require of Parents or Sus enen, in Name ef the 
Children to be baptized, « Belief &c. And this ſeems to be a ground ot his miſtake 
in this matter. For it is not much. in faſhion with Fresbyterians, to lay the O- 


bligatious for the Chritian Education of Children, upon Sareties or Godtathers 


and God mothers. They think it more ſuitable, this duty be undertaken, by Ka- 


rents themlelves, who are more obliged and mere capable to pe form it; =— 


- ſych Sureties who have not the Children in. Cuſtody nor under their, Authority, 
and ſeldom make conſcience of enquiring into the Childrens proficiency in the 
knowledge of Religion and Practice of Piety. Nor do they require Parents or Su- 


reties to bclicye in Name of Children. They have not that cuſtom of propoling.. 


"Queſtions: to Infants, Dos thou forſake the Devil & c. Def thou believe &c. Wilt 


thou be baptized un this Faith ? And obligeing the Godfathers to give direct anſwers, 


I forſake Cc. as if ſpoken by the !nfants rhenilelves, For tho ſuch Queſtions may 
be very pertinent in Baptizing the Adult, according to the firſt uſe of them with 


Reſpect to the Catechumens: Let they Judge it moſt incongruous that Que ſtions 


be propoſed to Infants that cannot anſwer , and that Anſwers be given in their 


Name who have no underſtanding nor thought about theſe matters. Nor. can 


they. well canceive what Sincerity and Veracity is in thele Anſwers ( forſake. ; 


* 


believe. I deßte. . expreſs no preſent Truth » Nor any certainty for 
the future. Pres yrerians think it ſuffieient, that Parents be engadged unto faith- 


ful endeaveurs for the Religious Education of their Children, and herein they 


Lib. Sacre: Cap. 14. de Catechiſmo Bapsiſandorums p. 480. 381. 


- * 


epprove the advice of {am Hucer unto the Church of England, Cen ſura ſuper 
Here 1 might ſtop, having ſaid enough on this Subject. Yet finding our Au- 


thor ſo fond of this witty Reflexion, that he concludes his Specimen of the Method ch. 
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with theſe words, It ſeems they 1 in 4 too hard for them, and there- 
« for they anſwer it with Silence, and ſo tacitly acknowledge that it is a groſs 
Error and an Error peculiar to themſelves and their late Predeceſſors: It may 
not be amiſs to enquire more particularly into his Opinions in this Matter, and 
the Grounds of this Charge, wherein 1 ſuppoſe few Divines in the Reformed 
Churches will be found to aggree with him. Foe = 
1. He ſuppoſeth, that Perſons to be baptized ought to be engadged unto the 
owning of no Divine Truths, but what are Efſential , whereof the explicite be. 
lief is neceſſary to Salvation. For he fays in p. 16. /ſay, an explicite Belief , be- 
cauſe ſuch a Belief , of all we ought 10 be baptized into, us neceſſary. Our Author = 
might have brought ſome proof of this, and not have ſuppoſed it as an undoubt- | 1 
ed maxime. What if a man comeing unto the Sacred Font, ſhould in the Con- 1 
feſſion of his Faith, advance ſome Propoſitions that are not eſſentially neceflary 1 
unto Salvation, Yer are Divine Truths plainly contained in the Scripture: might 
not that Man be baptiſed into the Faith of all that he hath profeſſed ? For my part 
1 could not charge our Author with a pernicious Error tho he ſhould ſo baptize 
ſuch a Perſon, Again our Author will grant that the Explicite Belief of every 
Article of the Chriſtian Religion as revealed in the Scriptures, is not neceſſary to 
Salvation. Now ] ſuppoſe a Man that truely believes in Chiriſt, is baptized into 
che whole Chriſtian Religion as revealed in the Scriptures : And | leave him to 
demonſtrate , where the moſt pernicious Error lyes in baptizing or initiating this 
Man into the Religion of the Holy Jeſus. . | ST 
2. When he applyes this maxime unto the Baptiſm of Infants, who have no 
Explicite Belief of any thing, Ne muſt ſuppoſe [it he ſay any thing to purpoſe 
_ "againſt the Presbyterians] that it is not to be required of Parents, that they teach 
their Children any thing, of the Chriſtian Religion, beſides the Eſſentials, the Ex- 
plicite Belief whereof is neceſſary to Salvation. But I crave to be informed by him , 
in what School be hath been taught this Doctrine. If be pretend to have learned 
i im the School of Chrift, Ia, 1. If Parents may not be required at the Baptiſm 
of their Children, to teach them all things, that Chrif} appointed his Apoſiles 
to teach the Perſons they baptized in his Name? And it Chriſt did not require 
is Apoſtles to teach them they baptized, to obſerve all things whatſorver He had 
tommanded them? Mattt. 28.19. 20. Now | hope in all this there is no perni- 
cious Error; Yer I think Our Author will not ſay , that the Explicite Belief of 
all things whatſoever Chriſt commanded his Ditciples, is neceflary unto Salva- - 
tion and without which we cannot be in 4 ſalvable Condition. 2. | ask him if it be 
not the Duty of Parents to teach their Children ſome inore of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, than the | preciſe Fundamentals that are of abſolute neceſſity to be ex- 
'plicitly believed? And if this be the Duty of Parents, may they not at the Bap- 


* 


tiſm of their Children be required to perform their Duty? : 
3. He ſuppoſeth all the Fundamentals of the Chriftian Faith, to be expreſly 
contained in the eApofolick Creed; elſe the adding to it in Baptiſm were no perni> _ 
cious Error: But I judge this will not readily be granted him, by any who con- 
ider, that amongſt all the Articles of this - Wk „ there is not that main or 
OT PT. = 3 mentals 
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mihi page 27 ſayes; fie beleive? us firmly as dup; Precbitaigy 
Brerbren tan de that the Holy Scriptures are the. Word of: God, neither — 5 
mention the Fall and Miſery of Man, nor the Article of our Juſtification by Faith 
without the Works of the Law, nor the Doctrine of Repentance and Renounci 
the Devil, nor of the Neceſſity of Free Grace for our Living unto God. Will 
any orthodox Chriſtian aver, that the adding of theſe Fundamentals in Baptiſm 
were © a moſt pernicious: Error? Yet this were an adding to the Creed with a Wit- 
neſs. The Neceſſity of Baptiſm is a very Fundamental Article'in.qurAuthors opinion, 
as all may ſee who read his Pamphlet; yet being wanting in this Creed, might he 
not allow the adding of it in Baptiſm , without any hazard of running into a moſt 
pernicious Error? | have the Charity for him, to beleive, that the Eſteem he 


nach of his own beloved Opinion, will not allow him to think, it would be of 


moſt peſtilential Influence, if at leaſt this one ſingle Article were borrowed. from 
the Conflantinopelizen Creed, and added to the Apoſtolick in Baptiſnz , u. ih- 
u i g . * if 8 | 855 


4. When our Author teaches to Baptize into the Apoſtolick Creed it is Opi- | 


Kon, that nothing is contained in the Creed, but what is Eſſential, and that the 
explicke Belief of every thing therein contained is neceſſary: Elſe there ſhould be 
an adding unto the Effentials of Faith in the very Creed it ſelf, and it would prove 
A moſt pernicious Error to require a Belief of the Creed in Baptiſm. For our Au- 
thor ſays an explicite Belief of all we ought to be Baptiſea into, is neceſſary. Now will he 
be ſo rigid, as to exclude all from a ſalvable Condition, who do not explicitly be- 
Heve ; that our Saviours Sufferings happened under the Government of Fonuns Pi- 


dee it de ſhall bey, this of Pena Place is not an Article, but a Circumſtance 


explaining, an Article. I grant it. nevertheleſs he muſt acknowledge, it. is an Ac- 


ceſſory and not gn Eſſential of Faith; and therefore we ought not to be Baptiſed 


into it, according to his Opinion, nor into the Creed it felt, while this acceſſory 
Clauſe remains init, Again, if one ſhall fincerely believe, that Jeſus Chriſt ſuffe- 
Fed, was Crucithed , Dead and Buried, will he be ſo cruel as to damn ſuch an one 


te Hell, if hehath not alſo an explicite.Belief that our Saviour deſcended into Hell? 


And when the Meaning of this Article is ſo much debated amongſt Divines , both 


5 to the Intention of tie Authors of it, if they underſtood it of a local Deſcent, 


when they added it to this Creed; and alſo as to what convenient Senſe can be put 


upon it, as it ſtands placed therein, if it ſhall be underfiood of our Saviour Ago- 


ny and Soul Sufferings, or of his being in the State of the Dead: will heex- 


— 


Believer, for want of an explicite Belief of a moſt ambiguous Article? Where- 


fore; according to his own Principles, he runneth himſelt into that ſame moſt:pex- 


nicious Error, he charges the Presbyterians with; if be ſhall allow any to be Bap- 


tiſed into the Apoſtles Creed, while this ambiguous article is retained in it. 


J. Our Author plainly ſuppoſeth , that the Apoſtolick Creed, and no other, 
is to be uſed in Baptiſm, for the moſt pernicious Error of Presbyterians, is, that 


"they add to this Creed in Paptiſm, Now this. is either the will of GOD, or wot, 


— 


Jude a Man from Heaven and a ſalvable Condition, who is in other things a ſincere 


EFFECT 


EG Co ws 
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ik it be not the Will of GOD, there can be * ee in the Non - Obſer. 


vance of it; if it be the Will of GOD; then ſurely there muſt be lame intima- 


tion theredf given unto us in the Divinely Inſpired: Scriptures, which (as he ac- 
.knowledges p. 17.) do contain the whole: Will of GOD, to the Children of 


Men, and are therefore a perſe& Rule of Faith and Manners, But finding no- 


thing of this in my Bible, I mult leave it to our Authors more acurat Scrutiny, 

to find out, where, in all-the Scriptures, the uſe of this Symbole and of no other 

is enjoined in Bapriſm, or where the adding of any thing to it in Baptiſm is for- 
bidden; or that ar leaſt he give one inftance, where this Creed, as we now have 


it, was uſed in Bap ilm by the Apoſtles, or any Miniſter of the Goſpel in their 


time. The Grounds of this his Opinion are, that at Baptiſm the explicite on- 
ing of all the Eſſentials of Faith, and nothing elſe. is to be required, and that the 


Apoſtolick Creed contains all and only the Eſſentials of Faith. Theſe we have 
examined already. I find no other proof he add uceth, but the Teſtimony of his 


Eminent Roman Doctor, Cardinal d Lugo, who gives it as the ſenſe of that 
Church, that at Baptiſm there needs no Inſtruttun againtt} Heretick i. But am af- 
-fraid the Authority of his Eminency fhall go ſhort way, towards the convinceing of 
Rift and obſtinate Proteſtants, of a moſt pernicious Error, when no proof can be 
adduced againſt them from the perfect Rule of Faith and Manners. | | 
6. It is his Opinion, that no new Article ever Was acded, and that nothing 
düght te he added unto this Creed: it being the compleat and adequat meaſure 
öl che Effentials of Faith. For he faith page 17. That, * tho' the Ancient Fa- 
- © thers znd*Coancils found it necedary becauſe of ſoine peſtilent Hereſies) to ex- 
© plain ſome Articles of the Creed of the Apoliles, commonly to called; yet they 
added no new ones to it. And if Men once aſſume the liberty to go beyond 
che Ap>Rolick Creed for the Eſſentials of Faith, *tis hard to know where they 
„hill ſtop, and the Faith of Chriſtans may, at length, be as variable as the Eb- 


i e bing aud Flowing of the Sea. Here ſeveral things are advanced without any 


.warrand or proof. As 1. He muſt hold that this Creed is of equal Authority” 


with che Holy Scriptures (which tho* our Author owns to be a perfect Rule of. 
Faith, yet it ſeems it is not the only Rule,) and that it was deſigned and given 


forth to be, and the Church obliged to receive it, as, a compleat and adequat 8y- 
ſteme of all the Eſſentials of Faith, ſeeing none may aſſunie the liberty to go bee. 


yond it. And conſequently he muſt hold that this Creed of the Apoſtles, com- 


-monly lo called, was compoſed, as we now have it, by the Divinely Inſpired 
| Apoſtles themſelves, for if it were of mere human Compoſure, it could not be 
of ſuch Authority, as to confine all Chriſtians. within its limits for the Eſſen- 


tials of Faith: Now tho? ſome Popiſh Doctors have adopted ſuch Opinions, yet 


I know few Reformed' Divines who do herein agree with our Author. I purpoſe 
Mot to ſtay upon a full refutation of them, but rhe Reader that defires further ſa» 
tisfaction may conſult. Gub. Voetius Diſputationum ſelect. Vol. 1. De Smbolo Apeflo- 
lico. Ger. Joan. Voſſins de trtbus Symbolis. Herm. Wins Exercuat. in Symbolum Apo- 
Folicum. Joh. Hen. Heiderger Diſſere Select. Tom. 2. de Symbole Apoltelico, and 
ee, who have {o.ixrelragably demonſtrated tihefallehood of tele ee Fables, 
| tn : 1 9 | EE 


* 


wn 


2 
n 


* 


F 
4 
* 
»: - 
=] 
* = 
* 
=. 
A 


4 

1 
W 
# 
= 
4 
9 
2 

„ * 

0 77 
"oo 
MF - 
„ 
1 
"= 

A 4 


* 
4 _ 


n ae 
* N 
. 888 


% 
{ 


% 


5 | | 13 xo J : 
that ſome of the more ingenuous ot the Romiſh Doctors have yielded unto the 


' foree of the invincible Truth. See Du pun Bibliotheque, Tom. 1, concerning this 
Symbole. 2. When he affirms, that tho' the Ancient Fathers and Councils 


© found it neceſſary to explain ſome Articles of the Creed of the Apoſiles, com- 


'* monly ſo called, yet they adoed no new ones to it: | ſuppoſe by theſe Explica- 


tions he May underſtand the Nice ne, Con ſtlantcpolitane, Athanaſian, and ſuch other 
Creeds, and that this Apoſiolick Creed was prior to, and more Ancient than all 
others, ſeeing in theſe, ſome of irs Articles were only explained againſt ſome pe- 
ſtilent Hereſies then arlſing. But i think ir no way credible, there ſhould have 
been ſo many different Creeds in the ſeveral Churches, more defective and leſs 
perfect than this, if it had been delivered {as our Author Judges] unto the 
Church Catholick, to be the inviolable ſtandart of the Eſſentials of the Faith, The 
Learned Frederick Spanhemm F. Argues againſt the Fabulous Original and Anti- 
quity of this Symbole from the ſilence of the moſt Genuine Writers in the firſt 
four Centuries, Operum Tom. 1. Hliſlor. Ecclefiaf. p. 5289 Sed I raditionit vanita- 
tem-arguurt, 1. Svlentium Luce in Attts Apoflolicl = » = < 2. Silentium ommum ve- 
tailor um, v i ve, fuftim Martyrit, Irena, Clementis Alex. Origents, Tertulls- 


an, Euſebu, Harun, Cyrills Hieros, & c. Quataor fere primus 4 Chriſto nato ſecu'n. © 
Ds pia from Ruffinus extubites a Table wherein three different Copics. of the 


Creed, viz. that of Aqaileje, the Orier tal, and the Roman, are compared with 
the vulgar now in ule; and it is found to contain moe Articles than any of the 
other three. 1 ſhall only inſtance ſome defects in the Koman, and Additions 


made in our preſent Vulgar Creed. In the 1. Art. the Roman hath, . / believe 


a God the Father Almighty: our preſent adds, Maker of Heaven ard Earth. In the 
4b, Art :the Roman hath only, Crucified under Pontius Plate, and buried: our pre- 
ſent adds to it thus, Saffered under Ponitus-Prlats was Crucified, Dead rnd Buried, be 


deſcended into Hell. In the gth Art. The Roman bath only, 7 believe the Holy 


Church. Our preſent hath, he Floly Catholick Church, the Communion of Saints, 
The laſt Article of Life everlaſting is wanting in the Roman, which is found added 
in our preſent. By this ſhort hint, our Author may perccive, that ſome (who- 
ever they have been) in the Ancient Church, have oſumed the Liberty to add New 
Arricles to the Creed, betore it arrived to its prefent Pitch and Stature. But 3, 
This Creed being brought to irs preſent peifection, our Author apprel ends 


great danger in going beyond is for the Eſſemisls of Fauth, and that in ſo doing, the 


Farh of Chrefiians way, at length, be 45 vartabie as the Elbing and Flowing of the Sea. 
I grant, if this Creed were the Divincly approven Standart, and if ( hriſtians had 
no infallible Rule beſides, whereby to meaſure the Efentials of Faith; there 
might be danger in going beyond it. But bleſſed be GOD, we have a more per- 
fe Rule of Faith, the Holy Scriptures; and while we keep by this Rule, and 


advance nething as Eflential or neceflary to be believed unto Salvation, but what 
is determined to be ſuch by Scripture ; lam not afraid of the Faith of Chriſti- 


ans that it ſhalt become ſo variable as he apprehends. However from what hath 


been ſaid formerly, it appears, that, this Creed is not a perſect Si of Efſen- 


tials, 
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tials, but that ſome very Efential Articles [abovementioned] might be added 
coffe of 37 Sedets} e e eee e ee . > - 

7.  He-aſſerts, that this practice of Presbyteriane, in adding to the Apoſtolick - 
Creed in Baptiſm, is contra to the conſtant and univerſal ſenſe and practice of 

the Chriſtian Church in all Ages from the beginning to this day, P. 17.1 appeal to 
« the Conſciences ot all &. Much of what is here ſuppoſed, being already ob- 
viated, in what hath been formerly obſerved: | ſhall only in the firſt place, de- 
mand of our Author, one fingle document from the firſt three Centuries, for 
proving this alledged univerſal practice, that the Apoſtolick Creed in its preſent 
compoturz, was then uſed by the Church in Baptiſm. Next, 1 might appeal alſo 
to all the Reformed Churches; but | ſhall content my ſelf with the ſole Inſtance 
of the Church of England, Her practice inthe Adminiſtration of Baptiſin, as held 
torth in the Book of Common Prazer. Where we may obſerve ſeveral Additions: 
made to the Creed in Baptiſm, which is the very Fault our Author charges upon 
the Scors Presby terians, as a moſt pernicious Error peculiar to tt emſelves and 
«their Predeceſſors ot no Authority. in the Prieſts Speech to the God-Fathers 
and God Mothers before Eaptitm, it is faid, © Theſe Infants muſt premiſe by you 
that be their ſureties, that they will torſake the Devil and his Works, and 
e-conſtantly | believe Gods Holy Word, and obediently keep his Command. 
© ments, Thele things being wanting in the Creed; the requiring them of Infants. 
is as muchan adding to the Creed in Baptiſm, as when Fresbyteriaus require the 
Parents to teach the fame things unio their Children. In the Catechiſm, of 
the perſons to be Baptiled, the firſt Queſtion is, Deſt thou forſake the Dewil, &c. 
Now this ſorfaking the Devil, the World and the FI. ſh, belongs to the Doctrine, 
ot Repentance, whereof there is no Article in the Creed. in the Exhortation 
unto the God*Fathers and God-Mothers after Baptiſm, the. Prieſt lays upon them 
as their duty * to provide that rhe Infants, for whom they have promiſed, may 
learn the Creed, the Lotds Prayer, and the Ten Commandments in the Engliſh 
«© Tongue. and ull other things which a Chriſtian Man ought to know and be- 
4 lieve to his Souls health. it ſeems in the Judgement of the Church of England, 

there are ſome other things befides the Creed, which a Chriſtian .ought* to know 
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and believe for his Souls Health, And if She add theſe things to the Creed in 
| Baptiſm, by requiring the Sureties to provide that the Children may Learn them z 
can it be reckoned a more pernicious Error in Presbyterians to lay the like duty. 
on the Parems thenrſelves? Moreover” © the Miniſter is to command that the Chil- 
& dren be brought ro the Bifhop to be confirmed, fo ſoon as they be inſtructed in 
2 the Catechilm, fer forth for that purfoſe. 1 hat Catechiim contains many 
Truths befides the Articles of the Creed. Such are, „Mans inability of himſclf- 
te to do the Commandments, and to ſerve God, Without his ſpecial, Grace: And 
the Doctrine of the Two Sacramenti, where, (by the way) The Lords Supper is 
aid to be generally necefary to Salvation, as well as Bapriſm, Is there not in all theſe 
an adding to the Creed in Baptifin with a Witneſs ? And when Presbyterians do 
no more, but require Parents faithfully to perform their duty, by inſtra&@! 
their Children in the Grounds of Religion, according to the* Holy ES 
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CHAP. V. Of Fo weer able 3 if Fe. 
* Pparation from the preſent | Eft wn 6 d Cburcb. 9 2 | 


Javing canvaſſed all the Grounds of this 3 W 8 again} the 3 
ans, with reſpe& to their Doctrine and Fractice, about the Sacrament of 
Baptiim ; I come in the laſt place, according to the method ] propoſed, to enquire, 
if the Reaſons he hath offered be ſufficient to war rand a Se parationfrom the Wor- 
:thip of this Eftabliſhed National Church, and to make Legal Toleration neceſſa- 
1 »xy m favours of the ſeparate Meetings of rhele of the Epiſcopal. perſwaſion; And 
1 this Authors Three Veigbiy Reaſen, againſt j joming in Communion with Presby- 
3 terians, having been in preceeding Diſcourſes, ſeverally weighed and found. 
| light, our preſent enquiry may be the more quickly. diſcuſſed. .. , 
4 I very much doubt, if theſe of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion, who have. lately de- 
Y » ſſerted the Communton of this Church, have, done ſo up-y the Grounds mention - 
= ed by our Author. He is the firſt, for what I know,: who hath affirmed. it; 
and the fiſt ho undertook to julify their Separation by ſuch Grounds and 
Reaſons. 1 
I F ſhall breify. W . charges the Presbyterians. with, Kor in 
1 Doctrine concerultig the neceſſity of. Baptiſm... Now this can be no juſtjbable 
I Found for theſe of the Epilcopal perlwaſion to ſeparate from | Communion in. 
1 Word ſbip wich this National Church; For beſides that cvery. Error: wall not juſti- 
fy 4 Separation from the Church that maintains, it: il have abundantly evinced 
in the teſt part of this Diſcouiſe, that the Doctrine of Presbyterians in this point 
= is ſchund and orthodox , and that the Error is on ou Authors. fide, and it was. 
= .never preterided-that ſound Doctrine could Juſtify a Separation. Morcover 1 
I | have*deared, (that the Doctrine of Presbyteriaus i in this matter is maintained by 
«all the Reformed Churches, and; that his Opinion. i is Popiſn; wherefore, if he 
albanake this 4 Reaſon of ſeparating from Fresbyterians. He may on the lame | 
- Ground renounce Communion with all Rc formed Churches, and go ſtraight over 
t Rene, where his own Doctrine is taught. 2. He charges Fresbyterians with 
eſufing univerſally. to Ba tie, except on Sundays and other [er Preachmg, Djs of tbe 
Week, But beſides ihe miſtakes, and falſchoods I have already obſerved in this, 
charge; tho it were true, aud rhat there were an Error herein, Jet it could be 
«of no doch moraent as to warrand a Separation. Seeing it — only an Er- 
ror in the practice of an Eccleſiaſſick n a matter F waht by.” 
the Church according to the Rule of Decency and order. As alſo upon the 
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ame e gu, Cominunlon muſt berefuſed with all Reformed Churches, 25 ob. 


lerve the order of publick Baptiſm, 55 He charges Presbyterians with à moſſt 
peruieious Error, P. 16. which puts an invincible Bar in the way of all Ortho. 
t dox, judicious and conſidering Proteſtants to join in Communion with them, 
« viz. their adding to the Creed in Baptiſm, by requiring of the Parents G. 
The falſehood of this, with the Grounds whereon he builds it, hath been ſo | 
plainly expoſed already, and the practice of Presbyterians in the manner of Admi- — 
niſtrating Baptiſm ſo fully vindicated from the Calumnious Aſperfion of moſt per- 
nicious Error, that I hope no Orthodox and Judicious Chrittian will ever ſeparate 
from Communion in Worſhip with them, on that account : Beſides I have evin- 
ced,that upon the ſame Grounds, he may charge the Church of Esgland with the 
like pernicious Error in adding to the Creed in Baptiſm : So that hereby he hath 
put an invincible Bar in his own way of joining in Communion with Her, if in pra- 
Rice he walk by his own principles. | | 
To conclude, if all the Vegbty Reaſons he hath offered to juſtify the preſent 
courſe of ſome of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion, in ſeparating from the publick and 
Ettabliſhed Worſhip of this, National Church, be ſo falſe and frivolous, the Sepa- 
ration it ſelf muſi be wilful and groundleſs, and if a wilful and groundleſs Sepa- 
ration from the Communion of a true Church, be Schiſm: then] leave it to the 
World to judge, on whole ſide the Sinful Schiſm is to be Lodged. 
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